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St. Pail's as 
e Atheiſm, 

Great and Good End, is what | 
es to aim at in thoſe" Ser- 


and chat chis ty 
Mr. Clirke profel 
= maons he Preached in that Cathedral, and late- 2 

© | | ly Printed for the Publick Good: 1 * conceive, 7 
1 hoe ver proves, that thoſe Sermons 0 far from 


. that End, that they g os tut off all poſſible, , 
I rining it, and do rather Efabliſs, than BY, 


rexrly undertake to Confure, will be 
upon by Mr. C: kame and every body elſe, 
as One — really intends to concur in his avowed 

F Deſign, and to promote the End propoſed by the H- 

Ss nourable Founder of that Leclure. This is the only End 
9 ed at, in the fein Sees * 

1 "0 x The 
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| Remarks upon Mr. Clarke's Sermons 
The Diſcourſe in thoſe Sermons , &« is directed to 


ce that ſort of Atheiſts who in the way of Specula- 
64. Ae Reaſoniig. nnch bt on dle Panel 15 of PRI. 


1 * ſophy pretend, Fn the Arguments brought againſt” 


the Being of God, appear 1 75 r and more con- 
in 


64 glufive Wo thi 
C Receſſd 5 to iir th Na 


1 . Page 260. And therefore will make uſe of no ſort 
* of Authorities, but confine himfelf to the Rules of 
ſtrict and demonſtrative Argumentation, Page 15. 


J likewiſe thin it Reaſoha offyry 2 "Ale je 
M. c. da Way © a Ne by 


ſtrict and demonſtrative Argumentation: 
„ Pi 
N irſt, That Fe S ceptical Hypotheſis 9 by 
larkg in his, Sermons, renders it abſplut 
poli — Er Cbnfute th be Nan 2 yl | 
names, and pretends. to argue 3 in — Ser- 
mons, or any other. 7 
Swi I” Mr. Clarke 8 Humane U nder 
Randigg he rave of” Seepriciſ7p, in 
Reforka — 5 ;4and deprive it of 
all e Proving the Exiſtence of that 
Supreme Bei 
1 8 „ 


Atl mg 


23 2 f; tc £56 


7 15 
Ws IM RE RF. ©) F Wein 

To che eus r. ve: the. — a 

ſhall aſliſt him we, 40. his om ay; I ſhall ſet before 

bi. an c of his own 

Words, wherein Renee Er Certainty, 8 rte Rules 

ee or Pemonſtration, do conſiſt Lſhall a 


der wards lay. down. Ar. C's Sceptical H Aide and 951 , 
nog & Atheiſm ;. and then proceed tO t ; Proof- of the | 


STE Particulars. 
Idea. 


ao wledge a in the inven: 


* 


reaſonable | 
their w-n uh 


the. Rules of 


may ee | 
Way, h ſhewing in a 3 


ny FAN no Fans Know but. by the Intervention of its- 


++ 


Tur ages AMIS NM. N 


off the Ag greeme it, or Diſugree ment of two ot itibre 
Ideas!" Is \twofogld intültite and Demonftratice. 
The: ſormer conſiſts in an immediate Perc tion e 
the Agreement or Difagreoment of our Ideas. The 
latter in a Perception of theif Agreement K. Dif Difa- 
greement by the Intervention of a Third 1 8 
in Intuitive, ſo i Demonſtrative, there Mak 8 25 


the Ideas on both ſides, with the Ideas 


then Unite or Diſunite; according as we find the 
agree or Diſagree, by the Intervention of this Thi 
—_ of this common Meaſure, Certainty of Know- 
edge conſiſts in this very fame” Perception of the 
Aer Diſagreement of our owi Ideas. De- 


monſtration confiſts in annexing Ideas to articulate 


Sounds, Terms, or Words, and in Uniting or Diſu- 
niting choſe articulate Sounds in Propoſitions, ac- 
coding as. the Ideas whereof they are Signs or e 
do Agree or Diſagree. Whatever Perception comes 
ſhore of this ſpoken of here, neither is, nor can be 
Knowledge. 12 chat Senſe 1 ſhall take the Term, 
Knowledge, in the following Lines; and offer what has 
been now ſaid, as a correct Idea of Mr. Cs Fo, of. 
the trial Rules of- Argumentation. 
- Eſhall at preſent ſet b 
= 28 4 tranflared by! 
50. Aust. £35 1 1 


in theſe) "oh. 


immediare-Percej on of the intervening 2 4 Wil of 
Conſiderarion, and which we wonld compare , pr | 


ED Onan,” ; 


N 
1 v1 


8 v 


aut 


1 L de 60, etre kane + Alben ” in our Fpinoze' 


1 5 who taught * there 
n0/differance of Subſtances ; but 


Part. 1. Prop. 


6. 
of the Material World is a Ne- Dns 2 A, ne asio 
ceſſarily=exiſting Being; and Mnita. 1 e 


Ad nr h fu N . 
= there it Ow God bur inet exiſtere. Ibid, — 4 
, e I Prater Deum nulla dari 


TOTS een " negrs ky pore e Ibid, 1 14. 
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pinion 


Rautia non yorefþ pro- confuted, 
that the \Whole and very Part p Hh; ep Hel Wan, Ethic.” 


77 


Extenſio attriburum Dei eſt, 


five Deus die eee 1 * 


ä Prop. 1 


by an n 42 or 5 ulſtance „ to wit, a Mas: 


12 * * * - —» 
i * | \ - 


Remarks upon Mr. Clarke's Sermons 


Pray take, notice, by the by, that Spion is quite 
mi repreſented and wron ged in the-:Engliſh Trans 
1 1 becauſe this, is 2 very material Obſervation, 

ou ſhall ſee hereafter... Spinozs ſays, That beſide 

Grd, there neither , nor can be conceived any. other Su- 
395 Let us now hear, what Sort or Kind of Sul 
ſtance this One Sag. Subſtance is, which. he calls by the 


Holy Name, God. Say s he, Extenſion, 
is an Attribute of God, er God is ani 
Extended Thing, Every one under- 
ſtandz at firſt fight, what he means; 


terial. Sulſfance. This he OWNS, this. is, his Doctrine, 


Nam ſubſtaiſtiam * 
quæ non niſi infinita, non 
unica, & non niſi indiviſibilis 
poteſt concipi ..., nulla ratione 
diving natura indignam eſſe dici 
poteſt, tametſi diviſibilis fup- 
ponatnr , dummodè æterna & 
infinita concedatur. Ethic. P. Jeu, 
— Prop. T5." 


this his Asbeiſm, He adds, 'There' 15 


no Reaſon, why. the Cerporeal Swhſ ance y. 
which cannot be conceived, but os 


 Indiviſible and Infinite, ſhould be rhonght- 
unworthy the Diuine Nature, notwith=: 


Lending ib be diviſible, provided» 


tis granted to. le Eternal, and: _ 


” 
4 . nite... 5 7 * A. © 4% 3 27713 16 4 1 


Von Lee, he ſays, there neither is, yer can be, but 


Material. Su 


One. ſingle x: =o that this One fi ſingle Selene, is a 
ance, and that this One jingle Material Sub- 


ſtance iñ God. This deſtroys the Nature and Exiſtence. 
of the One Only True God. This is the-only iFounds- 
tion, the very. rn, Tod figſt Principle of all the Ansi- 
ent and Modern Atheiſts ;. as the Learned have obſerved, . 


and is plain. from the Narure of the Thing. This there- 1 
_ fore is the Principle which Mr. C. — Confute in his 


. Sermons, if he intends to confute Spinosa, or any. 


other Arbeit. Let us now read A. C i Saaplicul 0e 
6% 75, which is this, 


© What the Subſtance. or. Eſſence of that. Being, 


< which is Self-Exiſtent, or. Neceſlarily-Exiſting, is; 
ve have no Idea, neither i is. ĩt pe ible for us in any 
e Wtaſure ro comp rehend, Page 74. Again, What it is, 


6 J mean as to 


oc Inc unable ro comprehend, P. 7 75. Wich Submiſſion, 


Subſtarice and Eſſe ence, we are in- 


L. think 


= Fe 
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I think Nr. C. ſhould: ſpeak for himſelf, and inſtead 

of ie, ſhould ſuy I; but by what he ſays, you fee, 
be neither bar,; non cen have, any Idea of the Sulſtance 

of God. Let us hear what he ſuys concerning the Sub- 


fance of Mitre; and it is chi. We are-urterly Igno- 
| GILES 


«© nt of the Subſtance or Eſſence of all other Thinp: ; 
even of choſe Things uhich we 'converſs' molt fa. 
. miliafly.wichy and think we undderſtand beſt- 
. All znanzmate Beings: have their Eſſence or Sub-“ 

&© ſtance hidden from us in the deepeſt and moſt im- 


& penetrable Obſcurity, Page 77. Again, There is. 
++ ©, no Subfancr in the Morld, of which we know an 
thing further, chan only à certain number of it 
e. Properties or Accidents, ge . The this Scep- 
ical Hypotbifis: is abſolutely falſe; and borrow'd from 
Mr. L. as other things in theſe Sermons are; yet it 
ſhews us, that as Mr. C. neither bar, nor can have, any 
ladea of the Subſtanre of Gad, fo likewiſe, be neither bur, | 
vor can have, any Idea of the Subſtance of Miner: 
We have obſerved, that to Confute Spinoxa, Mr. C. 
= muſt prove, That the 5 ulſtance of God not the Sub. 
ſtance of Matter, i. : That God is not Matter or Ma- 
terial. And I am now to prove, in his own'Way, by 
the ſtrict Rules of Argumentation, and from his own. 
M. C. do make out that. Steat and Fundamental 
Truth, againſt Spinoza, againſt that Arbei whom he 
pretends to Confute in his Sermons, though it can be 
= eaſily proved agzinſt him, or againſt any other Atbeiſt 


Whatever. I prove my Charge thus 
It is abſolutely Impoſſible for Mrz C. to Confute 
SFbpinoxa, Without. perceiving and proving, That the Sub- 
ſtance of God is not the: Subſtance of Matter; that 
God ãs not Matter, or Material. This is Self- evident. 
It is impoſſible for Mr. C. either to perceive or prove, 
that the Subſtance of God, is not the Subſtance of 
M atter, but by Intuition, or by Demonſtratoon: - This is 
= evident from the Definitions -of: Knowledge vie l. 3 
Ad and. Demon ſtrat ion, ſettleck before. Now it is impoſſi- 
a: . | ble. 


— 


- { REPO "7 e ö © ö os: . err. p . * 
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"x ble, for Ma, Carve That the Srbſtancet6f Gad 15 


 "Remanks 017. Mr."Clarke's: Sermons 


Eren of: Matter; or] vice dete, dither by 


> Leann „ Br: by: Demonſtration. The two Parts of 


his Alffetion are to deter and den made 04, 
Inttägie iis 5 ITY WA 10 n y Ae: ary 40 TO" © 


Ac is ple fer tum eitheg to percoive or prove, 


That che Subffanee of- Gol is nor thisi Subſtarice of 
Matter, by Intuitidn; but by perceiving and prduing 
an Inomediate, Conſt anis, Viſihle, Inomntable,) Neceſſary,' Re- 


| 42s „ Or Diſagreement, between the Idea 25 the 
ftance of od, and the Idea of the Subſtance of 
Mane... It ig impoſfible forchim to perceive this-Re” 


pugnancy or (Diſagreement, but by bringing together 


Md his :own Mind, the two / Ideas under Confei 


and therein by their inmeiliate Compari/o an, J — | 


4 or Application; one to another, perceive their ne 
| Kepugnaney or Diſagreement, one e 


cher. oy ge FC SIR. Av "KG 811 120 5 linie = 8 
No declares ' in his: Seel iypdrkuſis 5 & 
neither! has, ano can have, either tlle Idow of che 
one, or of the othen; therefore it is abſolutely im- 


He for him, by Intuition, either to perceive or 
ro ve, That the Subſtance of God, is not the Sub- 
WA of Matter, that God: is not Matter, or Material. 
Ichis ds yident; both in it elf. and aan ene Pc 
iche befare · mentioned: ; 

As for Demonſtration ;-At- is inpollibls bor hre: 
either to perceive, or prove, this Wav, That the Sub. 
ſtance of God, is not the Subſtance of Matter, that 


Goda 77 not Matter, or. Material; but by the Interven- 


an ſome Third Idea. Now, let him pitch upon 


any Third: Idea; or Ideas whatever, either upon the 


fp Idea of one ſingle Quality or Property, or upon a 
ole lex Idea, nfo of t vel or Collection of 


the 7 imp Ideas of / ingle. Qualities/ on Properties ; it is im- 


poſlible for bim by. the Imarvention, either of: ths” 
God 
"I 


one, ox of the other; either to perceire or 
e eee that. the Subſtance 


* 


c pun pin N rs ae 


bſtanc 
is nat the 9 Hef. 2.5 1 38 27019 0170, 


Third ads he Ay A. 
not Je pIOvE that the Subllance of, God. i is, 
ſtance of Matter, hut 

Conſtant, Vit 616/14 
cy. on Diſagreame e between he: 
and: the-Gubſtunb&of Mater g 5 5 

this Tbifnadeai 

this; oe ri 

Mg Neu or 

ny 7 na on deere NN 
with the Two Ideas he 

| I remove, Tepurate; * Min th F 
by the Intervention of this m 

AY Tu Aeg. NoW:1t 35-119 1 either to 

cCeeixve, or to prove an imf Fo oy Agree>,, 

ment, or Diſagreement'oP an any Third Ya { Whicever 
= with either of the Ideas und de bu ö ug 
ing his Third Idea, and che 10 e ofa 
his on Mind, "and "there! Sn 

3 e Juxta-pöſſtion ef. 

hs ther „FErceire. their ne ty ent” or Diſa-. 

greement;; Now hie declares in 15 Septen! Hypotheſis  . 
that he neither has, nor cat have, either the one, or 
the other of the 'Ty 74 2— under e J 685 chere-⸗ 

„ fore ĩt is. abſolutely! Tice wh m tc) being g. toge⸗ 

in his own! Minds — 3 Ideas eh ie ſte 1 8 

0 nor can have; and therein to C mpa 2 

Third Idea Whatever. And ſuice i it 9 Rp gd 0 

2 him to compare them with any Third Idea whatever; 7 


7 Lo 


© ” ceive; or to prove t ir Ache ate neceſſary Agree- 


of Fi. ever!. And ſince" it is àbſolut Impeſſible for him, 
by che Intervention ef any Third Idea Whatever, 
either to perceive, or to prove, a conſtant, immuta- 
ble, viſible, neceſſary Repugnancy or Agreement be- 
ęcween de Ideas under debate; it is likewiſe — 


ref that G64 is hs 2 


it is likewiſe abſolutely. Impoſſible for him, either to perr 
ment or Diſagreemetit, with 2 of Third Ide dea Fhat- 


F. 
V — 


V Remarks upon Mr. Clarke g Sermons 
| 11y Impoſſible for him by Dean ration, either to 
perceive, or to prove, That the Sübſtanee of Gol 18. 
ee of Matter; chat God is not Mütter 
505 5 858 J. Fe” e441 11 SVO10 017 
being the. only Two Ways poſſible o 
erceive,. or to, prove any Furb; and it being abſo- 
| ths Mr. C. either Way, i. e. either 
by Demonſtration, either to perceire 
0 S tanc of God is not the Sub- 


2 , that God. is not Natter or Mate- 
EY 70 is TE L e for Mr: C. to Confute 
the very ſame Atheiſt he Names, and againſt 


C um te pretends to Argue in his Sermons. This as 
33 a reticular I pre Wire ended, fr > mort 


| fir. red ; Hum an, Underſtanding to f 
| yrable State, wh 7 iſs in Reference to the =o 
| 755 ee 14 dept not al * 5 


4 humbly. e —.— 


2 FSceptierſmy 5 jart' 
el. or 98 55 which 
ei 40 the O 


utterly e , KL perceiving, or proving, - 
the Nature or Exiſtence. of doe One Only True God: 3 ut 
terly noble tg Pins or. Diftinguiſh rhae Supreme: Be- 
in from ig x 0 Ne of his Creaturts, from 
0 at t he a e YH Spinoza, mi ſt — 4 
1 | mbiſly calls God, 1 In. a Word, 8 be unable to knu- ,, 
i 7 Whether God does, or does not Exiſt. Now, tiüs is Ti 
i exactly the very ſame State to which Mr. C. reduces | 
Humane Underſtand; by his 1297 Mpperbeſ t. 
For it is abſolutely mpoſſible or Humane Under- = 
ſtanding, either to perceive, :or prove, the Nature or 
Exiſtence of the One Only True God, or to Diffe-. 


N rence or Diſtin iſh that ae Being, from Spi- 8 
| is pretende Subſtance. on, bur :by zen, ar 7 
Demonſtration. | pray 


\ 
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i | Now, Ic humbly conceive; it has been proved in 
tte preceding Eines, even in Mr. C's own Way, .. e. 
by che ſtrict Rules of Argumentation, that accpding 
' = to his S-eptical Hypotheſis, it is impoſſible for Humane 

' Bp Underſtanding, by the "Nitwel Uſe of its Faculties, 


245 ; 


either to perceive ; or to prove, the Natufe . 
iſtence of the One Only True God, or to Differẽnc 
br Diſtingtiſh that Supreme Being from Spinoxa's Ma- 
terial Subſtance. Hence it neceſſarily follows, that 
that Sceptical Hypotheſis does reduce Humane Under- 
ſtanding; in Reference to the One Only True God, 
to the moſt incurable State of Scepticiſm, that it can 
be conſidered in, or reduced to. This is fo very 
= plain; that I need not to inſiſt upon it, more parti- 
cularly, or to detain you any longer upon this Se- 
cond Point. e 8 


1 
S 


$f * 


* 2 ; 


U 


Indeed, that very ſame Scepsical Hypotheſis has been 
Favented „ and)of_ late purpoſely improved to deprive 
us of all poſſible Means, either of perceiving or pro- 
ving, of Pifferencing or Diſtinguiſhing the One On- 
ly True God from Spinoxas Subſtance. This Atbei- 
ſtical Shopketper is the Firſt that ever reduced Arhei/: 
into à Sytem, and Mr. Locke is the Second; with this 
Difference, that the latter has only copied the for- | ; 
mer as to the main, Spinoza having, as he imagined, 
eſtabliſned the Exiſtence of his One fingle Subſtance, 
and cut off the Means of perceiving or proving, that 
„ dere are more than One, pus. 
is and Anſwers this Queſtion, viz. 1 Si quis 3 3 ret, 
VVV 


1 fore ſhall we know the Diverſity of noſcere, legat ſequenres Propo- 
— = Subſtances; let him read the following fitiones, quæ oſtendunt in re- 
= Propoſitions which prove, that there xs rum natura non, niſi unicam 

| but "One Subſtance” in the Whole "ſtantiam, exiſtere , camque 
eie and 64-43 (as ber Sew abſolute infinitam eſſe, qua- 
lerld, and for ths Reaſon, that Sign propter id ſignum fruſtra cuæ- 
would be in dain fought for. As for  reretur, Ethic. Part, 1. Schol. 
the Subſtance it felf, he ſays, Prop. to. 
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19 Remarks upon Mr. Clarke's Sermons 


. „„ „ La : of we conſider Quantity, in it is in the 
ce NNN. 3 | _ offener and eat. 
imus. pro ut in imaginati- . "wh : t e FI 
ne eſt, quod fæpe, & faciliùs lier done „ it will be found Finite, Di- 
nobis fit, reperietur finita, viſible, and made up of Parts; but if 
N go „ & N con- oe look upon it as-it is in the Under- 
in kimtellectus oft .  Panding, and confi iaer it as it is 4 Sub. 
& eam, quatenus ſubſtantia ft ance, which is moſt diſſicult, then, as 
eſt, concipimus 5 quod difficili- I have ſhewn.already , it will -be found: _— 
me fir, rum, ur jam ſatis de. Infinize., » Indiuſible , and but | One. | 
monſiravin.usinfinita, unica, You foe that Spinoz.s $:O0ne. ſingle Sub- 0 
indiviſibilis reperietur, Ethic, 4 | 
Furt. 1. Schol. Frop. 15. ftance is à Material Subſtunce, and 
tdhat he has endeavoured to de- 
prive us of the Means, either of perceiving or pro- 
ving, that there is more than One, or a different 
Subſtance from his Material Subſtance in the 
Mr. L's only Deſign in Writing his Eſſay of Hu- 
mane Underſtanding, was to eſtabliſh Spinoxa s Hypo- 
theſis. In this the Four Books, that compoſe the faid® 
Eſſay, do unimouſſy Center. He eſtabliſhed it in 
that Book, and therein endeavoured to prove; that all 
things differ. only but in a bare different Modification of the 
ſame $ ubſtance; which different Modifications, Quali- 
ties, or Properties, perceivable in the various Species 
of Beings, he calls by the new Name, Nomina] Eſ 
ſence, which, he fays; is the only Eſence that diſtin- 
1 guiſhes the different Species of Beingt, the one from! the 
1 etber. Hear his oẽn Words: The real Eſſences of Sub- 
1 ftances, if different from our abſtratt Ideas, i. e. Nominal 
8 Eſſences, cannot be the Eſſences of the Species we rank. things 
0 into. Fur two Species may be one, as-rationally. as tano dif- 
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fFręerent Eſſences, i. e. the Real and the Nominal Eſſence, . BW 
be the Eſſence of one Species, Eſſay. B.z. C. 3. 9.13. That 1 
is, Mr. L. and his Horſe, and his Deg, may be One, as ® 
_ rationally, as that they ſhould: be differenced or diſtin- 
guiſbed the one from the other, but by their Neminal 
Eſſences, i. e. their External Qualities or Modiſcatiens. 
I need not to quote | more Out. of him, for 0 _ 
2 i ar. $257 


 Sceptical H 


e TIED 18 M. 


* ne part of his three laſt Books are im- 
ployed in 1 us of che means to difference, or 
diſtinguiſn; 
real Subſtance, and to eftabliſh-Spinozs's Sceptical Hy- 
pur heſis, whoſe: Byſis is this, We neither hade, nor can. 
haue #hel! Idea of Subſtance by Senſation or Reflection, 

EMay By 1. G A 8. 48. Here he exceeds his Maſter 
Spina u little, and Mr. C. ſurpaſſes both of them, 

when after Having aſſerted, That it is impoſſible for 
us in any Meaſure, to comprehend the Subſtance or 


Eſſence of the Supreme Being, he adds: e are ut- 


terly ignorant of the Subſtance or Eſſence of all other things 

Page 76. The next that appears may as reaſonably 
ſay, That we are perfectly Blind. I perceive by ſe- 
veral things in Mr. C's Sermons, that he borrowed his 


Hyrorheſis being thus traced out, and the Deſign of 


its Invention thus diſcovered ; I proceed to the Third 


r which I promiſed to make out, viz. 

| e 1 
To produce the Reaſons which Gebiet me 

Mr. Cs Sermons do IR Ef abliſh/ than Deſtroy; do 


' 2 
v7; 1 244143 


rather \Confirm than Comfuse Spinoza's. Atheiſm. Og 
I einm that is Was his Intention. 1 
n 4 


„They ſhall be . — from theſe Four Heads. 
Firſt 5" "Becauſe Mr. C. joyns his Endeavours with _ 
Mr. L's and Spinoza's, to confute che Arguments which | 


defirexs their Common Hypotheſis. 
Secondly, 


ſion, Attributes of the ſame Subſtance. 
Thirdly, Becauſe he Miſrepreſents Spinoza andHobbs, 
undertakes to confute Abſurdities which they poſitive- 


oy declare to be: none of their Doctrine, and leaves 


the Hyporhefis of one Subſtance , the only Ground and 
e of all e, untouched. * 


02 


Fourthly, 


prove, that there is more than One | 


H potheſis from Mr. L. the Original of which 


1; rhige 


' Becauſe he uſes the ſame Terms or c, 
whereby Mr. L. and Spinoza, make Thinking and Exten- 


11 
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Remarks ton. Myr. Clarke's Sermons 


' Fourthly, Becauſe he Reftrains and Determines what 


* he calls Self- Exiſting 


Being, as Mr. L. and Spinosa fo, 'Y 


a viz. to ſtand for one "ſingle ene n J 


dien I cannot run over every Particular, Alien 
Mr. C. has upon theſe ſeveral Heads, I ſhall examine 
thoſe that I handle, fo as that you may perceive by 
what ſhall be ſaid, What might be ſaid to rhe other 
Parts of thoſe Sermons; which ſhall not be ſooken ro 


in theſe Sheets. 


I ſhall handle them in the ſame Or- 


der wherin they have been now mentioned. 
Deſcartes and his Followers have aſſerted, and 2 


i Hue 


thematically proved , That the Eſſence of Matter conſiſts 
in Length, Breadib , and Depth. That no extended 
M can think, nor any thinking Subſtance be 
extended. That Extenſion and Thinking are Attri- 
butes of two Subſtances, Originally and Eternally, dif- 
ferent and diſtinct the one from the other. Spinoxa, 
who would have in all but one ſingle Subſtance, runs 

Counter to his Maſter, and aſſerts, That theſe Two | 
Attributes, to wit, Thinking and Extenſion; are but . 
Two different Modifications of one and the ' ſame 


Subſtance. Hence it is, that he blames Deſcartes, for 
5 making the Eſſence of Matter to conſiſt in Extenſion 


Quod petis, an ex ſolo Exe | 
tenſionis conceptu rerum varie- 
tas a priori poſſit demonſtrari, 
credo me jam ſatis clare oſten- 
diſſe, id impoſſibile eſſe; ideo- 
que materiam à Carteſio male 


deſiniri per Extenſtonqn, Kc. 


Epiſt. 73. 


alone. Here are his own Words. 
As to what your ut, to wit, whether 


y tbe Idea 'of . Extenſion alone, the dif- 
ference of Things may be proved, à pri- 


ori, I believe ] have already ſhown that 


to be impoſſible.; and therefore Deſcar- 
tes was out, when he. aca rhe a 


of: ACRE wegen. j- 


, 1 2 2 4 17 
« 58 341 * 0 12 LI JI. . ff ft 


1 though Mr. 25 akes it as 2 C e of 
himſelf to the World, to be the Schalar of ſo great a 
Muſter as Deſaartes, ads weſt always acknowledge to that 
7 Admired Gentleman, t alight Obligation of his firſt 
Deiiverance from 1ht nu le Way of Talking of the 


ines 
\ 


\ 


aint AT HET 
oragainſt A T HET 


Schools in bf time, L. I. B. W. p. 103. yet he joyns 


with Spinoxa to, oppoſe. Deſcartes, when his Doctrine 


deſtroys the Hypotheſis of One Subſtance. Mr. L. de- 
fines Extenſion, and ſays, 'Tis only the Space that lies 
between the. Extremities of the ſolid coberent Parts of Body, 


Eſſay, B. 2. C. 13,8, 13- Then, in ſeveral places of 
his Eſſay, he Confutes the Carteſſans for making the 
Etſſence of Body or Matter to conſiſt in Extenſion, 5. e. 
in the diſtance between the Extremities of the ſolid 


Parts of Matter, according to him. You know the 
Carteſians never aſſerted that the Eſſence of Body con- 


ſiſted in that Space, nor in any thing 


like it; but this 


extraordinary piece of Ingenuity and Gratitude, ſnews 


only, That Mr. L. would very willingly, but could 
not poſſibly Confute his Maſter; but fill, to fecond 


Spinoza, he does what he can, and that's only to A 


repreſent his. firſt Deliverer.'. 


_ Mr. C. with equal Succeſs, ſeconds theſe Two Au- 
thors, and Expoſes the Carteſians for making the Eſſence 
of Matter to conſiſt in Extenſion. He ſays, © That 
hen any one has done his utmoſt in endeavouring 


« to imagine that an Eternal Infinite Being does not 


* Exiſt, he cannot avoid imagiuing 


an Infinite Nothing. 


© That with this Argument, the Carteſiaus, who ſuppo- 
ce ſed the Idea of Immenſity to be the Idea of meer Mat- 


ce ter, have been mightily perplexed. 
© contradicted themſelves in 


'ords 


Thar: they have 
upon this Subject. 


© That it has been eaſier for them to be driven to 
ce that 20ſt intolerable Abſurdity ß ; e 
Faſſerting Matter“ to be in effect. ais peutetre que re rai- 


A Neceſſary Being, than to be able F 


« to remove out of their minds the 


Idea of Immcuſity, as Exiſting ne- 


* ceſſarily. and inſeperably from Eter- 


© ity, Page z, 33, Cc. You ſee 


Ms. C. uſes the Term Immen/iry for 


the Term Extenſion, and fo, with & 
him, they are | Hnom mous, a8 * 


| $7.8 


fonne mal, %c. i. e. But per- 
- haps I argue ill, when I con- 
clude - thar the Property my 
Idea hath to repreſen Extenſi- 
on (that is, in the Senſe of the 
Carteſians, Matter) comes from 
Extenſion it ſelf as its Cauſe, 
Se. Regis, Hetaphyſ. L. 1. P. 1. 
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Remane upon My, Curter Sermons 


pears very plainly: from his Remark upon the Quoka 


tion he brings out of 


Regis, where he ſays, That Es- 


tenſion , in the. Senſe of the Garteſans, id Marier 5 and 


from his faying in the Text, That they ſuppoſe Tor 


menſity to be the Idea of meer Matter. With this Obſer- 


vation, I beſcech you to take notice of the Words, 


Meer Marter for a Neuen TIE" ſhall bear after 
8 Wards. 10 2 1 J. — (n 10 i 


The Atframens; as Mr. c. calls i it, which has wight 


nity perplexed" the Carteſians, forced them to contradli t 


e and driven aden to that moſt intolerable Abſur- 


dity of aſſerting Matter to be 4 meceſſary- Being, is this, viz. 
That when one lk done his ' 


gine there is no Eternal, Iuſmite, i. e. Extended eing; he 


in endea during to ima 


cunnat avoid i imagining an Eternal „Infinite, 1. ei Extended 
Nothing. Now, this is no Argument at all, tis but a 


bare Aſſertion, and with Submiſſion, a moſt intolerable 
Abſurdity, to ule Mr. C's. words. For this, viz. He can- 


not nid im 


ining an Eternal ;- Infinite, or Extended No- 


oh, , is) ſo far from being true, That it is abſtlutely 


le for any one to imagine an Eternal, Infinite No- 


thing as impoſſtble as it is for any one to bien a 
Round, Square, or Cubical Nothing. 


Is not this a ſtrange Effort do eſtabliſh an Eternal, 
Infaite Extenſion ? Nay, tis aſſerted, That the \Carteſi- 


ans themſelves cannot remove out of their-Minds the 


Idea of Immenſity, i. e. Extenſion,” as Exiſting neceſſarily 


and inſeparably. from Eternity. Indeed they cannot re- 


move out of their Minds, what was never in their 
Minds. To make Extenſion Eternal, is to make 
ſomething Extended Eternal, as Spinoxa and Mr. L. 


have done, to which they gave the Holy Name, God. 


Mr. C. goes on. Which Abſurdity of theirs, (i. e. cheCar- 
teſian = Abſurdity in making Matter to be a Neceſſary Being) 
2 7 of the Idea of Immenſity, i. e. Extenſion, proves 

it indeed to be neceſſary and impoſſible to be removed ab. T0 
Carteſians are not gui 
believe it will ſtick eloſe to thoſe who attribute it to 
them. But this intolerable Abſurdity is made to conſiſt 
. in 


in reſ} 


of this intolerable Abfarduy, T 
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in making Zxro/ion necefaty:; and yet "ris aflefted, 
that this inrlerable Abfurlity, in reſpect of the Nen of 
„ite. Extenſion, proves it indeed to be neceſſa- 


Immiuſity 


: 


»y. Indeed I never heard, that a hoſt. inrolerable Ab- 


{ardiry proved it ſelf to be no Abſiurdiry at all, before 
now. It follows: ion | 


ce But in reſpect of Matter, tis only a perverſe Ap- 
< plying an Idea to an Object, Whereto' ir 10 ways le- 
« longs, Bid. I am ſure 4 Carteſian would fay, That 
this Aſertion is a moſt intolerable Abſurdity. I am ſure. 
that even Spinoxa und Mr. L. would ſay the fame, and 


I belzeve there neither is, nor ever was any body, 


1 
n 
1 


but would confirm their Sentence beſides Mr. C. 1 
believe the Reader never heard any one ſay, before 
now, That Exrenſm no ways belongs' to Marrer. Mr. C. 
goes ön, For chat it is indeed-abſolutely Impoſſible 
de and Contradictory to ſuppoſe Matter neceſſarily - 


« Exiſting, , ſhall be demonſtrated -preſently ; Thid. 


This great haſte is to confute ſome unknown Carteſi- 

ans, Wio make Matter à neteſſury Being. Now I am. 
ſure that this Author cannot produce Oue, no, not One 
Carteſian, that ever made Matier to be a Newfſary-Exi- 


ſting Being, that ever contradicted himſelf in Wordt up- 


on this Subject, chat ever was mightily, or not nigbri- 
ly, or at alli perplexed with what Mr. C. calls his Ar-- 

nent; nay, that ever heard of that thing he calls 
is Argument. Why are they thus Miſrepreſented and 
Inpoſed upon? Spinoxa promiſed” he would” conſider, 


7. e. Confute their Arguments whereby they prove, that 
every Exrenfion is Matter, and nothing elſe but Matter, 


i. e. no Subject of Thinking , but he never ſo much as 


offered to perform his Promiſe. Mr. L. Miſrepreſents 
and Hnpoſes upon them, concerning Extenſion; and then 


Confutes his own Imagination, which does not at all 
touch them. Mr. C. does the fame thing, fave only, 


that he does Confute nothing, bur contents himſelf 


with thoſe hre Aſertions which we have read, and 
which are fo ſingular in their Rind, that T believe you 


neyer heard the like before. 


I hum-- 


. 4 
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Rematks upon Mr. Clarke's Sermons 
I himbly deſire the Reader to be perſwaded; that 
I amof no particular Sec in Matters of Philoſephy, that 
I am only of the Pæriy of Trutb, which IL embrace hear- 
tily, and defend as well as I can, where ever I meet 


with it, or find it oppreſſed. The Modern Atbeiſts ha- 


ving endeavoured to confound the Difference of Sub- 
ſtances, and to take away the Marks of Diſtinction be- 
tween them, would willingly, but could not poſſibly 


4 


deprive Extenſion of being a Char-#eriſtical Mark of a 


Subſtance, different and diſtinit from that which Thinks ; 


and fince the ſame Endeavours are made in thoſe Ser- 


mons, the. Intereſt of Truth, and no other, engaged 


- 


me to take notice of them, as it does, to obſerve 


what Mr. C. ſays, concerning the Proof drawn by | 
the Carteſians, from the Idea of a Being Infinitely Perfect, 


which is the Second Argument that Mr. C. attaeks in 


theſe Sermons, after ſome Modern Atbeiſts, though it 
be the beſt Proof. that Humane Reaſon has yet invented, 
to make out the Exiſtence of the One Only True God. 1 
ſhall firſt ſnew you the Model which Mr. C. propoſed 


in attacking this Argument. 
Mr. L. having borr Notion of the Identity of 


. _ "I - 


owed hi 


8 =. 


4 * 


the ſame Man from Spinor. a, does not allow of a permanent 


Subſtance in Man, which may receive, and conſtant- 
ly retain an Original Innate Idea of God ; conſequently 


he wrote the Firſt Book of his Eſſay, in order to. 
prove, that we have no Inate Ideas, eſpecially of God. 
The Carteſians have demonſtrated that we have. In the 
famous Tenth Chapter of the Fourth Book of his Efſay, 


wherein Mr. L. after Spinoxa, has eſtabliſhed the Exi- 
ſtence of Eternal Thinking Matter, and given the Holy 


Name of God, to that Chimera, he has theſe Words , 
How far the Idea of a moſt Perfect Being, which a Man 
may frame in bis own Mind, does, or does not prove the 


Exiſtence of God, I will not here examine, Ibid. S. 7. And 


this, even this, under pretence of Zeal for ſpreadi 


the Knowledge of the Exiſtence of God. And yet 
immediately afterwards, in the very ſame Sectien, he 
adds, Tu evident ſome Men have no Idea of God, and 


ume 
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Jo hc rhein nne, And obs aniſton denn indiſerrm. 26 
fir Part of this Quotation; he Milrepleſentsithe 


TRAM of the Carteſſang; in che ſecond;;;he renders 
the Argument from che Innate Idea of God filglels ,, 


though out of his great Zea, hie promiſed in the be- 
ginning of that Hect. at he would not Examine i 
in that place, This s, fan Aniſiee he we uſe: of 


throughout his Whole Ren © br [nfl 


Mr. C. follows his Steps in this, as well as in other 


Matters, and expreſſes. himſelf in chis manner: * Our 


ec firſt Certainty of the Exiſtence of God, ariſes not 
re from this, that in the Idea we frame of him i in our 
e own Minds, (Ms: Ls Words). or rather in the Defi- 
te nition that we make of the Word, (God) as ſigni- 
< fying a Being of all pollible Perfections, we include 
« Sell. Exiſtence, Pag 2; 37% Out of reſpect to the 
Subject, I will not expoſe this framing of an Idea in 
Defoitin. A Definition is only a Sign of our Idea, 
or Ideas; but no Idea or Ideas can be framed in it. It 
Was expedient for Mr. C. to Miſrepreſens the Carre- 


fans, as Mr. L. did. They do not ſay, That we 
Hame that Idea in our Minds, much leſs in a Defini- 


tion; they do not ſay, That it depends upon us to 
include Self-Ex; Fever in that Idea, as Mr. C. inti- 
mates. They ſay, and demunſtratiwely Prove , That 


everysRational, Creature "ar et ginallj that Idea 


in his own Mind. That. it 207 indlades Self-Exi- 


7 oh GC. E :C3% 2 of %3\ 13 in 


But Mt. C. does not 1 « That that 3 is 
„ wholly inconcluſive. Poſſibly, ſays he, ny a very 
nice and accurate Deduction, it may be found to 


| «de a ſatisfactory Proof. But chat it is not a clear 


and obvious Node ation; fitted to convYH ince and 
put the Atheiſt to Silence; (Mr. L', Words in the 
„ Place before. cited) appears from the endleſs. Diſputes 
maintained by Learned Men concerning it, without 
0 being able to ſatisfy each other on either ſide of tho 
Queſtion, Page 38. He miſapplies the Term, 
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knowing why 
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Rematks upon My. Clarke's Sermons = 
Men, the Thing, Reaſoning, and what he would ſay, 


e The Geri, ; Jays be, arid Defect of chat Argu-- 
ce ment ſeems to lie in this; that it extends only to 
the Nominal Idea or Definition of à Self-Exi ing 
Being, and does. not with. a, ſufficiently evident 
3 Connexion refer and apply that Nominal Idea, De- 
« finition, or Notion; which we flame in bur Mind, : 
* to the Real Idea- of a ey actual NP with. 7 


© out us, id 22413 i 20 
Above 3 Poſſibly, this Au, 

curute Deduttion , may be found à ſatisfactory Proof of the 

Exiſtence of God. This ſhews, That Mr. C. does not: 


underſtand i that Argument, chat, he does not know, 


whether it is, or is not a. fatigfuttory Proof, For if he 


knew, it is, he would be Certuir of it, becauſe N. 
lege and Certainty is one and che ſame thing. If he 
was Certain, then it would not be Poſſibly, but it would 
If he was Certain, 
then it would 2 be Poſſibly; but it 
would be Certainly, tis not a ſuri: 1 y Proof. And 

ſhould not have 
medled with it, much leſs, prefer an ie to it, as 


be Certainly, a ſatisfattory Proof. 
that it is not, 


ſince he does not underſtand it, 


you ſhall hereafter. ſee he does. He ſays, '7is not a 


clear and - obvious Demonſtration- fitted to convince and put 
the Arheiſt- to ſilence. This is an Artifice borrowed from 
Mr. L. He ſhould have-underſtood it, before he pro- 
_ nounced chis Senden but ſince tis | 
ips6 ald Null. And ſince tis gi- 
ven in Oppaſirio ot barb. to the moſt” Important, Truth, 
L ſay, and will ſtand by. what I ſay, That that Argu- 
ment is a' ſatisfattory Proof, is fit to convince, and put 
the Atheiſt to filence ; and do hereby. Challenge this 
Author, or any body elſe, to Wovetly. ene nay. 


to invalidate it in the leaſt. 


But Mr. C. ſays, Thur the Obſarity and. Defici f that 
Argument ſeems to lie in thi, & . The Term, ſeems, 


here, certainly ſhews, That the Author does not oy 
where- the Obſcurity or Defect of that Argument lies; 0 


whether it has any Obſcurity or Defe& at all, as in — 5 
2 it has not when rightly: unde ood. Mr. 


v. 


by a amy —* yy 4 


given Wi out. 
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Mr. C. ſaid before, That, Poſſibly, by a very nice 
aul accurate Deductiom, it may he foumd to he a ſatisfactory 
Defdive. If ſo, it is impoffible it ſhould be found to 
be a ſati factory Proof by any Deduction whatever. But 
be tells you, that the Reaſon of its Ob/cariry and De- 
5 feb ſeems to lie in this, that it extends only to the Nominal 
laea o. Definition of a Self-Exiſting Being. I have not 
time to acquaint you with the Rarities of an Argument, 
which extends only to the Definition of what it would 
prove. Perhaps you never heard of ſuch an Argument 
before now. I am ſure you never heard of a Nominal 

l aea before now. But, Nominal Idea here, ſtands for 
the ſame thing as the Term, Definition, does. So that 

when Mr. C. {aid before, That our certainty of the Ex- 

iſtence of God does not ariſe from the Iden aue frame: in our 
own Mind, or rather in the Definition of the Mord, God: 

By the Term, Definition there, he meant his Nominal 

Alea, and therefore his Senſe was this; viz. That our 

Certainty of the Exiſtence of God does not riſe from 

the Real Iden We frame in our Neminal Idea. I am fure 

a Carteſian would ſay, That this is not a Nominal, but 
2 Real Piece of ſomething he could name. But, I ſay, 

there neither is, nor can be ſuch a thing as a No- 

'  minal Idea, i. e. an Idea that has but the Name of an 
Idea. For ener} 2dea is 2 Neal Idea. It is impoſlible to 
Frame an Idea, even in a Real Hes, much leſs in a Nami- 

nal Idea; except one had the Faculties of Saco Panca, 
who could ſee: Duleinea by Hearſay, i. e. a Lady in 
an articulate Sound, and x hn too, by his Ears. 

I am likewiſe certain, That you never heard the 

Terms, Nominal Ides, Definition , and Notion, made to 

ſtand for one and the ſame thing before now. But 
in a Second Inſtance, the: Obſcurity and Defe#; of that 
1 Carteſian' Argument, ſeems to Mr. C. to lie in this, That 
it does not with a ſufficiently evident "Connexion refer and 

apply that Nominal Idea, Definition, or Notion , which be 

8 Aw in his own. Mind, to the Real Idea of a Being adtu. | 
2 Exiſting without him, "_ 38. And who — 1 

Nen | 2 2 | NMI. N 
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Mr. C. labouring under this Obſeurity and Defect, which 
he perceiveg; and does not perecive. in that Carteſian Ar- 


gument. He does perociue it, ſince he fays ſo and he. 


does not perceive it, fince | ir is impoſſible that what he. 


calls here Obſcarity and Defi&, ſhould be in that; or in 


any other Argumente whatever. For that Obſrarity and 


 Defe#: conſiſts. in this, vi. That the Carr: fim Argu- 

gument lives not th a. fi ſicientiy evidoyt Connexion , r 

and upply the 5 70 20 Rai Idea” of a” Being exiſting 
»ithout Mr. C Now the Carteſi ins never ſaid, That 


their Akumeur Was à Doctor of Sor bon, Or any other 
Divine, or Philoſopber, or Reaſona ble Ernie; to whom 
alone it belongs, or who alone can Refer or- Apply a. 
Deni tion to an Iden; i. 4. who alone can make articu- 
late Sounds. or Tore Sims or Mints of Jas. This Ob- 


ſtcurityt: and-Defedt therefore, neither is, nor can be, in 
that "Carteſian Argument; 3 blit yer ſince: Mr. C. perecives 


it, it muſt be ſomewhere, whence he may remoxe * 
when he can. He goes. on 


Fon it is not ſatisfactory wk Thiverl ir n my Mind 


* Idea of the Propôſition; there Exiſts a Being, 


**.chdued-with:albipoſlible Perfections; or there is a 
„Self. exiſting Being: But P muſt have allo an Idea 

g of the Thing, Page 39. Vou fee he makes & Diſtin- 
Kion between the Idea of the Propoſition, and the 
Idea of the bing. I follows, © I muſt have an Idea 
<< of ſomething e 
*©-wherein'confiſts the. abſolute) Impoſſibility of remo- 
60 ving that Idea, and confequently of ſuppoſing the 
< Non-exiftence oß the Thing; before I can be ſatisfi- 


d ed from that Idea; thar the. 7 Hing actually Exiſts, Th. 
And I acquaint Mf C. that it is abſolurely- -Imp ollible 


for him otto. ee herein that *abſolar elne 
conſiſts, but from xhat very Ida; from which; he- 


ſavs, he cunnot be ſataſied that the Ihing actually Rxifts * 


And if byrthe Ferm, Thing, in this place; hie means- 
Subſtance, as he ſhould: do, 1 remind him, that accor- 


ding to his Sceptical H ryporbeſir tis abſolutely impoſſi- 


Au bor him to have an 1 of the Thing; and conſe— 
quently. 


vichout me; And I muſt ſee 


conv againſt AT HE ISM. 
WE it is abſolutely: Impoſſible for * to 


bee, J wherein that e ten Ard uke. It fol 


laws: ? "vt; 10 M e 
The bare Wving 6 an Sow of the Propoficinn: tie 


4; is a Self-Exiſting Being, proves indeed the Thing, 


© not to be impoſſible ; (for of an impoſlible Propo- 
< ftion there is properly: no Idea) hs that it actual 
6 ly; is, Cannot be proved from the Idea; unlefs the 


9 certainty of the actual Exiſtence. of a Neceſſarycex- 


cc iſting Being, follows from the poſſibility of the Ex- 
<;ftence.of-fuci- a Being; c. The bare: having an 


4 Idea of that en does not indeed prove tho 


Thing to be paſſible; for if ite did, the bare huving un tea 
of this. Projoſitiass; There is no Self-exiſtent Being, 
would prove the Thing to be impoſſible. But indeed, the 
bare hawing the len of 4 Propane "proves noching * 
all, for the bare Idea of a Propoſition, is the Idea of the 
90 Seunds whereof tis compoled, as was inſinua- 
red above. There is, as properly, an Idea of an im- 


| voſßble bene is/10f- A Nee Bepiſsiob. E. wh. 


laws 29. en 0 7 


= «Which tua it does; zuin chis particular Gets mas 


«ny Learned Men have indeed Thought; and it is not 
« ecafily:: te diſprove. Ne Learned Men indeed ever” 
Thought ſo, or -oould Thinks, chat the Cerrainty' of be 


| Atul Exiſtence of a Neceſſarily-exifting Being — fol- 


ler fromthe IA of. the <Exiftenee of ah Bing 


Faſt, * che Suppolicion includes A Racing 
Gontradietion: en 
Se candy, Becauſe: no Ln Mi indeed. can Think 


thatethi Ailuul Exiſtence of any Being, I would ſay, the 


Centainty ef, the Adtual Exiſttnee: does. follow, from the 

Pofjebiliry of the Kæiſbence of ſuch a Being And-;the 
Contraries to both may be very auh 5 We ee to Foe 
el proved... Ie -follewss 2 N 112 


«©. Becauſeir muſt, be confelled, chere is ſomething very 
* ſagulas in the Idey of neceſfary Exiſtence.” Here he 
changes 


7 . : 
: - 9 k 5 * 
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changes theThefi:, for before his earned Men thought, that 
the Certainty of the Actual Exiſtence of a Neceſſary- 
Exiſting Being, does follow from the Poſſibility of the 
Exiſtence of ſuch a Being; and the Reaſon he gives 
for their thinking fo, is this, viz. That there is ſome- 
thing we + ſingular in the Idea of Dy Exiſtence. 
That is, by the Idea of  Neetſiry Exiftenee they ſee the 
Poſſible Exiſtence , and from the Poſſible Exiſtence, con- 
clude the Actual Exiſtence,” which-they knew before in 
the Neceſſary, or in the Idea of Neceſſary Exiſtence, 
which no Learned Men indeed have ever done. Mr. C. 
goes on: e e eee 8 ee ee 
It being evident, That if Neceſſary Exiſtence be (as 
© jt undeniably is) a Poſſible Perfection, it will con- 
« ſequently belong actually to a Being indued with 
all poſſible Perfections; and ; it actually belongs 
4 to ſuch a Being, it will be abſolutely impoſſible that 
<© ſuch a Being ſhould not Exiſt; and from hence it 
t ſeems to follow, that it muſt: neceſſarily be true, 
that ſuch a Being actually Exiſts.” F this Argument 
was well underſtood, the Premiſſes would not be preca- 
rious and conditional, there would be no F made uſe of 
in them, and the Concluſion would not be, it ſeems, 
it would be, it certainly follows, that fuch a Being 
© muſt neceflarily Exiſts, or actually Exiſts. Tis added, 
3 His, I ſay, is not indeed eaſy to diſprove.” This does 
14 b not neceſſarily conclude actual Exiſtence, and fo in- 
[a deed, 7s eaſily to diſprove. It follows. © But it is a 
1 © clearer and more convincing way of Arguing, to de- 
hi (1 "© monſtrate that there does actually Exiſt without us 
1 1 © a Being, whoſe Exiſtence is neceſſary, and of it 
wh « ſelf; from the manifeſt Contradiction contained in the 
contrary Suppoſttiom; (as J have before ſhown) and 
from the abſolute Impoſlibility of deſtroying ſome 
Ideas, as of Eternity and Immenſity, i. e. Extenſion, 
* which therefore muſt needs be the Attributes of a 
-<* Neceſſary Being actually Exiſting. 


6 


4 It 


t 


too, in the 5 ale, to 5 
drawn from the manifeſt Contradiction contained in 

the contrary Suppoſition, is a clearer and more con- 
vincing way of Arguing, to demonſtrate, that there 
* does actually Exiſt without us, a Being, whoſe Exiſtence. 
© is ceceſſary, and of it ſelf, than the Carteſian Argu- 
ment, drawn from the Idea of a Being infinitely Per- 
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It being a Wan Miſtake - and of Importance 
preſent Caſe, to aſſert, That the Proof 


4 : 


id * * 


© fe ig; 1 ſtiall help Mr. C. to mend it, by ſhewing, 


That this his way, is fo far from being a clearer and 


more convincing Argument to prove that Truth, than 
the Carteſian Argument is, That it is neither a clear ,. 
nor a convincing, nor any Way or Argument at all to 


© rainly know this Propoſition or Suppoſttion, as Mr. C. calls 
it, viz. That there actually is a Neceſſarily-Exiſtent Being, 
before we can certainly know that this Propoſition or Sup- - 


* . * 8 
e 3 


poſition „ viz. There is not Actually Exifting a Neceſſarily- 
| Exiſtent Being, 
Now, when the former is certainly knows, it is im- 


OR 


poſſible that the latter ſhould be, net only a clearer 
and more convincing Proof of the former, than the Car- 
ſeſian Argument; but even, that it ſnould be any Argu- 
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ment or Proof at all of that Truth. For the contrary Pro. 

poſition or Suppoſirion , cannot be certainly known to be - 
manifeſt Contradictien, nor ſo much as aſſerted, to be a: 
Th | ; manife{. 


otice, that the only Reaſon why. we 
certainly know, there actually is à neceſſarily Exiſtenc . 


is, or is not, a manifeſt Contradiction 
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manifeſt, Contradiction, Fe kucaun there 
| eee Ncelſarihh-Haiſtent Being; and When 
this is certainly knqum, to, make uſe of the. controry Sup. 
poſition, to prove the Exiſtence of what we do, and 

-muſt, certain know, before we can know, that the 

contrary Suppaſttion is, or is not, a manifeſt Contr adit ion, 

: is certainly, and neceſſarily ,” bſolutely L 45 and Abſus a; 
; and ſo far from being ;a elerer and more convincing 
Way of Arguing to demonſtrate that Truth, than the Car- 

teſian Argument, that it is neither a clear, nor A convin- 

cing, nor any Argument or Proof at all to make out 

that Truth, as every one ſees at firſt ſight. As for the 

laſt Words of the Period we are upon, to wit, Eternig 

and Immenſity, i. e. Extenſion, are the Attributes of a 

Neceſſary Being; as for this, I, ſay, it being. Spinoza's 

; TANG Ls Aſſertion, I ſhall conſider it in its proper 
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But before I leave this clear and more convincing Hay 
of Arguing, tis fit you ſhould know, that tis from 
that way, Mr. C. concludes, That the only True Idea of 
 Self-exiſtent er, Neeeſſarij-exiſting, Being , is the Idea of 
a Being, the 5 ition of whoſe Nox-exiſtence is an expreſs 
| : Contradiction, Page 30. Juſt as if he ſhould ſay, 
1 The only, True Idea of a White Hut, is the Idea of a Har, 
I e of aphoſe Non-whitepeſs, i5-an expreſs Con- 
4 — rradittiop. Or more properly, tis juſt as if he ſaid, :The 
{i only true Idea of a Self-conſcious Subſt ance * the Idea of 4 
WK - Subſtance, the Suppeſation of whoſe. Nou cenſciouſueſs is an e. 
preſsContradiction. That is, the Idea of a Self-conſcionsSubſtance, 
is the Idea of a Self-canſcious Subſtance, &c. To confute 

the Argument made uſe of by D. Cudworrh againſt 
Atbeiſts, Mr. C. makes uſe of Spinezs's Reaſoning, © 
Lage 72. After having aſcribed Infinite, Duuatian and 
Extenſion. to God, as. Mr. L. and Spir ox do; he makes 
uſe of Mr. L's Words, if my Memory fails me not, to 
Thew the Vanity of the Schoolmens Endeavcurs to re- 
moyę Infinite Duration and Extenſion from God. Why are 
„ aol | | | i thole 
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-* God, eſtabliſhed in theſe Sermons? This I leave with 


> whence, I believe, Mr. C. 


Fance, is one and the ſame; which is 
= - conceived, new, under the Attribute of _ Libſtantia,que jam ſub hoe, jam 


1 | | ' n . | 
a4 gęainſt ATHEISM... - 23; 


Z thoſe Endeavours made to confute, or. invalidate thoſe 


M bi Arguments,which the Learned have imployed to prove 


the Exiſtence of God? Why are thoſe Endeavours 
made, to take away our Land-marks of Diſtinction, 
between an. Incogitative extended, and a Cogitative 
unextended Subſtance ? Why is this Sceptical Hypo- 
theſis purpoſely improved to deprive us of the Means 
the.: Exiſtence of the One Only True 


Mr. C. and the Reader to conſider, and proceed to the 


next Point of this Third Particular, wherein I am to 
ew, That Mr. C. makes uſe of thoſe Terms or Caut, 
invented by Mr. L. and Spinoza, in order to make 


Thinking and, Extenſion 5 Attributes of their One ſingle 
Material Subſtance. _ © FOI 09 


That we: may underſtand this new Gibberiſh , we 
muſt know the Grounds of it, as it is in Spinoza, arfd 
Tranſlated into Ergiiſh by Mr. L. in his Writings, 
rrowed it. Mr. L's Eſſay, 
in the Main, is but Spinoza tranſlated into, improved 
in the Engliſh Language , and ſet off more Subtilly 


© „ 


Terms. That you may ſee this in one View, and 
certainly perceive the ruth of what I have ſaid, do, 
and ſhall ſay, concerning this Matter; 'T'll ſet before 
you the very Baſis of Spinoza's Atheiſm , and indeed 
of the, Arheiſrn of all others, in his own Words, and 
in choſe Terms, wherein Mr. L. Tranſlated it into 
Engliſh. Thus Spinoza has it 3 Ul RE eg 


The Thinking and Extended Sub-  $ubftantia cogitans, & ſub- 


ſtantia extenſa una, eademque eſt 


Ti binking and by and by 5 under the N „ 
Attribute ef Extenſion. „ eee 
Hlere are Mr. L's Words. The general Idea of, Subſtancde 
being the ſame every where , the Modifecation of Thinking, 

or the Power of Thinking joyned to it, makes it a Spirit, 
| Without conſidering what other Modifications it bas, as woe- 

en e 1 n ee 
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A 75 Toi Sole. with Mr. E. Hands fr 


the fame thi Word £4 1 does) with FHO. 
Mr. F. in he 55 Lefte * ots, Herding of 


the Subſtance wherein'th 
Bere, as lie Phraſes it ; has theſe Words: ce How that. 
* 1 tance wherein'the DON of Man do inhere. 
ce 8 di Ferently, Modified i in t he different 8 pecies of Cres 
cc fies, ſo as to Have different Properties Afid Powers 
* whereby, they are, diſtinguiſhed, that alfo- we have 
2 4 very Oo ſcore I rather 11 Ditinet Ideas of àt all. 
48. Fou fee he lihapines; wich Spine tis 
one, 225 tlie (me Subſt:ince\, diffetently Midi, that is 
in Mobs and in the, other” elies't Geben And that 


ä Pe nh, bat e hace different ' Modifitiiton of be 
til fame 405 ance Hein, SBEUBNES Wyn of ; 


2 Wafer That the! Bubſtance which 
Nuſly calls God. x 15 Material, or Matter; 
Vet he 1008 tis Tirimaterial; or Th- 

3 i nmiat Ts, oreal in theſe Words: 40 
-- Fane, Dal elle corporguin,. ne- hole, Why | hawk! in any any degree conſadered 
. eria eee "the Divine Nature, deny that” God is 


ant. 
| wg ex eo; quod per opt 1 Corp ortal: "Thich they prove very el, 


- Though's 
tie es | 


Ms; 


telligimus quamcumque quanti- 


titatem, longam, latam, & pro- 
fundam, ceftd a iqua gura ter- 


minatam, quo nihil abſurdius | 


de Deo, ente ſcilicet 94737 


inſinito Aici potell. Ee hie. E. x. 


$chol. Prop. 15. 


er, eb) by Body, we underſtand” any 
E „ Tong , large, and ar rofound, © 
bound "by a certain Fi gue, ih to 
235 "MA 

aſcribe to God, Viz. Ang abſo- = 
bar finite, nothing | can be more Ab. 
Hence it is, that ſome of the 


. Ju 
few. Followers of this Atheeiſt, feruple not te ay; 
That God 15 an Iottnateri Sulſtaͤnce, meaning, that he * b 
is not the Oroſs O Quantity , that Diviſible, "Senſible, "3 
Figured Bulk or Compages, which we. call Body. 55 


c 9 — 


» © 2.34. I 


corporead. Subſtance, it 5s neither genera- : 


Place a Rage not Wa e Mareriali our of the 


TTL IE OC: 


ö Spin 24: Adds, Thet Mater, 46s. Water, 1 
+ 0 05 le, $I aud.; As, apts. ebatable one Ma * Aquam, quatenus aqua eſt, | 
| | 3 ant they by but «$4 et, 45 2 . th 


15 dividi concipimus, ejuſque par- 
, 7 tes ab invicem ſeparari; at non 
Subſtance: „ bt 15 neither 0 2 eee  quatenusSubſtan: a eſt. corporea; 


parable : Tat Mater, as. Hater, is ge- , eatenus enim neque ſeparatur, 


nyated. and corrupted.;,.. but that af neque dividitur. Porro aqua, 


er  Juatenus aqua, generatur, * 
corrumpitur; at quatenus Sub- 
re ur corru ted. << Nay, there 15 10 ſtantia, nec generatur, nec cor- 
reaſon why rhe > extended. Subſtance Theuld, * -rumpitur!. ... , Nulla ratione 


be thoug bt, Unworthy the Divine Na- dici poteſt, Subſtantiam exten- 


| ture, 1 ough, it be ſuppoſed. diviſible, ſam divini natura indignam 


eſſe, tametſi diviſibilis ſuppo- - 


4 provided.'t FS. granted. 0 be Eternal and natur, dummodò æterna, & in- 


Infinite. e finita er de Did. 
You. fs what ſenſeleſs Ca ant this I++ watt 
Man 3 is forced to make, uſe. of, in order to give ſome 
Colour of Conſiſtency to his Hypotheſis, whereby he 
endeavours, to prove, that God is Material, or Matter. 
Hence it is, that Mr. L. borrowed his Fangen of Bare, 
Pure, Meer, Matter, of Matter, as Matter, Ge. 
After having prepared the Means it uche reſt of 75 
E -Nay,he.at lenght compleatly. eſtabliſhed his Own, and 
5 pinox is Hy pot 950 the Tents Chapter of-the th Book 
of the ſaid, Eſſay. In the Ninth Section of that Chapter 
he divides. the Beings: 1 all, the World, that Man 


terial, as th 
he ca lis.” Zr * re * pho er Incog tative Herter, Morter 

24 1 2 84880 Senſible, no, Percei- 
11 8 


5 knows 8. „into 11 Corte. 155 irt i rely Ma- 


* 


Whic 1 7 es. the Term, Spirit, 19 ſtand, 221 


* the. Thinkin Subſtance i in us: aVes 
$6074. + Fit of 11. Fo Ix W. 5865 6 4 = 
55 Boar e Thinking, (Subſt, ce in us to he Matter 
ry lateriglz and tis for this reaſon, that he ima _ tis 
the ſame Sullſtunce that is in Us, and in 9 other diffe- 
es.gf bee ern 2 6d, 25 YOU. haye 
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28 Remarks upon Mr. Clarke's Sermons 
Now, ſince ang to him, the Thinking Sub. 
ſtance in us is Material, that in God muſt be A:yerial ? 
too, becauſe, by that Ninth Section, he is a Senſibl., 
Thinking Being, ſuch as we our ſelves are, And ſince it 
is one and the ſame Subſtance that is in Us, and in the 
other Creatures, it muſt be oe and the ſame Subſternce 7 
that is in God, and in the other Creatures too, different 
Modified, that is, a Material Sulſtance. Mr. L. grants 
that the Eternal Cogitative Being may be Material, 
calls this Eterual Thinking Matter by the Name, A God, 
teaches his Men of Matter, that the Danger and De- 
© ceit of this Hypotheſis, conſiſts in forgeting that Eternal 
Matter is Cogitative, in eſtabliſhing the Exiſtence of an 
Eternal Spirit, inſtructs them. how to avoid this Error! 
T6id.S.13. and preciſely determines that what he calls 
| A God, is ſome certain. Syſtem of Eternal Thinking Matter, 

F duly put together, Thid. S 16. By the Aſſiſtance of Spi: 

. nox as Fargon, he makes a ſhew , and but a bare he, 
of arguing againſt this Hypotheſis, He ſays, That X44 
Matter cannot Think, becauſe in the Terms, Al Mat.. 
ter, he includes Matter as Subſtaucs, and Matter, as the 
Modification of that Subſtance, to wit, Bare, Pure, Meer, 
fo np Incogitative Matter, and conſequently, all Matter in 
1 that Senſe, cannot Think. He ſays, That, All Mat. 
* ter, as Matter, cannot Think ; becauſe by that Reduph- 
Iu, |: cation, he Reſtrains and Derer mines the general Terms, © 
15 n= - All Matter, to ſtand for All Mater, as a Modification, 

I or as a Pure, Meir, Incogtative Matter, which conſe= _ 
quently cannot Think. By this Gibberiſh he eſtabliſh- 
ed Spinoza's Hypotheſis,” and ſo impoſed upon. ſome Rea- 
TY ders, that they thought he eſtabliſhed in that Chapter, 
11 | What he really and deſigned!ly Deſtroys in it, to wit, the © 
10 | Exiſtence of the One Only True Gt. 
| Now, Mr. C. borrowed' this Targon, as I believe, 
out of this famous Tenth Chapter of the Fourth Book of 
the Eſſay of Humane Underſtanding : At leaſt, the Form 
of his Proof, a good part of his Reaſoning, and this 
new Cant he makes uſe of, are in that Chapter. _- 
have not time to cite, much leſs to inſiſt pon all the 7 
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places wherein Mr. C. makes uſe of theſe Equi vocating 
Terms. He has all the Terms of meer Mutter, Page 50. 
Meer Effet or Compoſiticn of Unintelligent, 1. e. Incogita- 
tive, Figure and Motion, Page 103. Meer Unintelligent, 
i. e. Incogitative Matter, Page 123. All Matter, as 
—_ Mutter, Page 187 „Cc. No theſe Epithets and Re- 
tl = duplications, would be Fain, Uſeleſs, and Abſurd, if this ; 
G5 Author did not imagine with Mr. L. and Spipoze, that 
l, there is another ſert of Matter, which is not a Adeer, 
d, Bare, Pure, Incogitative Matter. Theſe Terms neceſfarily 
- import this Senſe, which will appear more fully: from 
my Third Point, wherein I am to ſhew, That 
Mr. C. e and Hobbs, I mean in his 
Engliſh Tranſlation of thoſe Authors, & c. ee 
We have obſerved, That he Miſrepreſents Spinoxz,z 
in the very firſt Quotation he brings out of 
him, Page 50. Spinexa ſays, as you remember, Dat 
one Subſtance cannot be produced by another ; That all Sub- 
"= ſtance « neceſſarily Infinite; That\it belongs to the Nature 
it- of Subſtance to exiſt; and that. beſides God, no Subſtance, 
hne _. either is, or can be cencei ved. Which Mr. C. renders 
= thus: Spinoza taught rbere is m0 difference of Subſtances * 
inn but that the Whole, and every Part of the Material World 
t- is 'a- Neceſſaryr Exiſting Being, and tbat there is no other 
Seo but the-Unizerſe... You ſæe Spinoza is quite miſre- 


> preſented. Mr. C. adds, That Spinoza expreſly denies, 
„ | That God is a Subſtance: diftintt from the Material World, 

2 . a Pa e 53. p Again, We may ob- 8 495k JO! 5 ar lz He | | 
h- 3 © ſerve, ſays: Mr. C. the. ig, e en aden potef pro- 
a- © © Poly, and Weakneſs of. Spinoza, pep. s. ro nin 


4 © ho becauſe Self-Exiſtent Nature I: aturam Subſtantis fer- 
he © muſt neceſſarily be but One, zinet Exiſtere, Prop. J. 
| F © concludes; from thence, that the: Hater Deich nulla dari, neque = 
2, Whole World, and every Thing 8 A 
of + © contained therein, is one Un: Te. -* 
n XZ © form Subſtance, Eternal, Uncteated and, Neceſlary, 
Page 96. 3 i | 

The Terms, Self-Exiſtent Nature, are new, and be- 
long to Mr. C. as well as his Tranſlation here, which 
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Jeu ee. Onde mort: LS af 12-1 115 rl St. nod 
Mr. G. mifrepreſents eee FP nd reduces his Opi- 


n upd this Head, to this iz. That-rhe Material 
1 very Part oft, irh rhe Order and Manner of 


"World, 4 
Being of hh Pente, the only Self<Ex 


Exiſting Being „Page 410 This he fays; he has confu- 
ted „ and c elades, th ans leaf Spiriozh” 
"Opinion 70 be fe Pa ge nk lo, rl gn at gig 

Nu 'Spidza never taught this Doctrine he-1 imputes 
to kim ws, 80 and elſewhere, nay he tauglit the quite 


contrary; As you have partly ſeen already, and {hall 


att, or Neceſſsrily- 


more fully perceive; if you pleaſe to read" What fol- 


lows. 


= 
B 1 * GY * 1 3 
—— % . 


e rf 910: 2 0 110177 en. 1-4: usr 
There ure ſome,” 


2 . who 


- C411 109) 


unt, * Down inſtar homi- - 
nis corpore eme conſtan- 
tem, atque Wewer 1 0 Body and - Mind , and. ſubjedt to P afſi- 


um fingunt*?/ ſed quam longe unt; "buy. how widely they Err. in thas, 
in Vera Dei cogitatione — — e « ty a Pears from bt na 
rent, ſatis, ex jam demonſtratis demonſtrate Bult theſe: I-diſmiſs : For 
.conſtat. Sed. hog mirto f nam mT ; 1 0 
omnes, qui naturam Able "all thoſe: who have uin any degree conſ- 
plat? Rune ES "there the Divine. Natures deny. that God 


aliquo modo con 


Deum eſe: corporeum. ,.. ne- z iCorporeal, &c. Nou ſee that far 


gant, Kc. Ethic, Part, 1. oled g from 


A ertingg he plainly and pre- 
Prop. 15. fen 9321! 0 At 5, oe) \ File 82 5 ly P 


Attamen qudd\ Heiden Lage r ay't hear:him. again: Ay: fan cheſe 
tant, Tradtatum\: Theolsgich wpha think: LIP Theelagico Palitadal Sue 


Politicum wo nitz, quod Deus, 
& Natura (per. quam maſſam 
IO five materiam God amd Nature (by which they under- 
ream intelligunt) unum, idem fand, a certain Maſi, or Corporeal 
(lint, totà et rant ig. Epift. 21. Mutter) are one and the fume) Thing ; 


he WON 1 514 5 W. th aten ib are quitedniſtubimos 1 7 1 ” 
pas dec nil Hin Pg is equally: miſrepreſented in the other / Part 
Hf the Charge e, to wit, Thatche na kes every Part of the 


Material Merld, with" the Order and manuer of Being of each 


Fart tu be Selfe-Exiſtont , „as u may ſee by the follow. 
ing e Do Ty 1" 
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Nee s Senſẽ and Words j,; 


mine God, 2 4 down z* confoſt ing of 


ly denies , That God is Cirporenl. - 


riſe 332 alt upon , is eee That 


nv asg l NESS Mem vr 


hene der ae O . Eines | A 8 earum, i. e. 

TMA 1 mur be, t Include, Rerum eſſbtlam attendimus - 
He Diner iun or el nd rhires eandem geg exifdnham nec du- 
e fler Hſenre cimor be che. Cacſt, Rrionem. jay 1 
either” of hits Bufarivn vr Eb ſence, ut meh ü exifienti®, neque ſu _ 
God only 040 bie Mate alome it hen dumationis poreiti elle caula; ſed 
Aung l Bagel mA gaituy N. Wel pre; tad Deus, ad cujus ſolam 
7 50 Te akg coiR,u © Page: e Pore 134. Ethic. 
Pol mad. alk Foe alli v ich, Bel & Perro fi 1 per- 

o 3. ber [ally Bades dos Sabi fad e enn e totam 
C. Bange i 22 Wigs wirham 1 naturam unum eſſe Individuum, 
Change df u Whole a viduals „ Cußus Partes,hog: eff, omnia cor- 


pora idfinitis modis variant, 
Dewi Tul Tags P tee Murtri6ne, 57 t. 2. Sypbl. Hop. 1 
80.100 RSONIATE, bade A töne ni! ain „in 


From the Ghetech 18 as plain 25 Print can make. 1 . 
Phat $00.0 en teaches the quite Yontrary Do- 
arine to chat, with wich he is charged by _—_ 
and which this. Author confutes as his Atbeiſm. | 
muftnor: fonget, tis by the Aſſiſtancs of Spinoza's _ 
Mr. Ls equivocating Cant, that Mr. C. miſraprelents, 
And imakes a ſhow- of Aging againſt thoſe Authors 

which. he profeſſes ee even when he - proves . 
nothing hu what they affert:. Of this We have ſeen 
Examples already, and therefore 1 ſhall now quote 
but TWO r to tns-purpole, which are che fol- 
lowing? n ne nt 3th ay »80 70 le 
a 5 refs If Bure Aller be. tl Neseſtail)!ziſting Being, 

* fas: Mr. C. then in tft Neceſſary-Exiſtence there 
is either included the Power of Gravitation, or 
0 not, & Page 48. » You fee tis Bare Matter, Which 
he excludes from being che Necefſarily-Exiſting Be- 
And you know'this Bare Matter is the very Thiug 
which Spinoxa, and Mr. E. after him, do expreſiy de- 

prive of. Senſe; Perception; and. Tbongbt, and., 27 
from being the Neceſſarily-Exiſting Being. Again, he 
ſays, That Hobbs i: forced * to recur 1 80 : 5 ra * 6 | 
to that. prodigiouſly abſurd Suppoſition, 77 260; nulle Philoſophos 5 quot- 
ITbut all Fas — 25 Matter, 1 * 3 | 
oth olyvewith > Fighre and Capacity of ir! ſuſtimerant: HC Vileda. 
eren hut alls with an actual Sinſe 19 8 un Ice Cap. 25. Sec. 5. 
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Remarks upon Mr. Clarks Sermon 


or Perception, i. e. Thought, Page 1 17. You ſee. Hobbs 


has not the Reduplication of All Matter; as: Matter. 
Tat . reſtrains. or determines the general 
Terms, All Matter, to ſtand: only for Bare, Pure, Meer, 


Incogitative Matter, i. g. for Matter as a Modification, 


which is an impoſing piece of Contrivance, which 
was not yet invented in Hobbs time, and whereof, I 
believe, he never thought. Now this is exactly what. 
Spdinoxa and Mr. L. ſay. They aſſert, That all Mat- 
ter, as Matter, i. e. Bare, Pure, Meer Matter; Matter 


as a Modification does not Percieve or Think, and is not 
their Necęſſariiy-Exiſtent Being. Tis by this Equi voca- 
ting, Senſeleſ: Cant, that Mr. L. made a ſhow of Confu- 


ting, and in reality Eſtabliſped Spinoza: Hyporheſis. 


As for Spinoxa s main Purpoſe, thus Mr. C. miſrepre- 


ſents it. If Spinor as Definition of Subſtance be true, 


** then neither Matter, nor Spirit, nor any Finite Be- 
« ing whatſoever, is in that Senſe properly a Sub- 
* fance, but (the à 35 the Self-Exiſtent Being alone, 


and ſo it will prove Nothing to his main Purpoſe, 


which was to make us believe that there is no ſuch 
“Thing as Power or Liberty in the Univerſe, &c. P. 99. 


Mr. C. could not know what Spinoza's main Purpuſe 


was, but by what he wrote. It is evident from his 
Writings, That his ain Purpoſe, was to eſtabliſh his 


Hypotheſis of One ſingle extended Subſtance, the very Baſis | 


of his, and of all [4:beiſmr. It ſeems Mr. C. knew this, 


when he faid in this very Period, That if Spinoza's 


Definition of $ ubſtance is falſe, then his whole Doctrine built 
upon it, falls at once to the Ground. Therefore his Hy- 
potheſis of One Subſtance is the Foundation of his 


whole Doctrine built upon it. Therefore his main Purpoſe 
Was to eſtabliſh that Foundation. Beſides, Power and Li- 
berty, or no Power or Liberty, being Conſequents up- 
on, and Attributes agreeing or diſagreeing to the Na- 
ture of the Subſtance which Spincz4 intended to eſla- 
bliſh; it is evident, That his uniting them to, or his 
ſexarating them from the ſaid Subſtance, neither was, 
nor coulding be his main Purpoſe. Here, as well as in 
Ather places of thoſe Sermons, the Acceſſory is. made 
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= ra Eſſential, and aha miſtep e de Pn "argued 
1 e whilſt che Eſfential H yporhohs is left in its ſull 
oftly. ty If OPER Eb 445 4 2 Kae 

"force, to ſpeak it fofrly . 
2 Adee Abbe Mr. C. uſſerts here, is very furprining; to 
Wir, That if. according to Spinoza Opinion, pars Matter, 
nor Spirit, nor 429 Finite Being, was properly a Suit pK : that 5 
"if there Was 50 tber Subſtance "but bis ( 4% bis 5 Exiſtent 
Being ane; Jet his,” even this, would, . ing to his 
main Put Joſe: This, 1Hay, is ſurprizing beyond Expreflion. 
For 11.7 Ttuirively 'Evidem and Ce in, That his Sel/= 
"Exiffert Being alone antes, the Exiſtence of the One Only 
Tie God. Is urterly Deſtroy d . Atheiſm Eſtabliſhed, and all 
the Religion and Revelation Which we either practice or be- 
"eve, Jentenced to be north elſe but A ſuperſtitions Feus Hand : 
the . of diſordered Ymaginations. For Spinoz, 15 'Self- Exi- 
"ſtent Being i 18 an Ererual, nfinttely ROMA i. e. Material Sub. 
*, ſtance, AS every Paas knows.” Now this alone admitted, 8 
not only SpinozY's,. Eur even the main Purpeſe. of. ail the 1 
* theiſts that are, or ever ſhall be in the World, 15 compleatly 
_effabliſhed , 1 every one ſees at firſt ght. But to return 
tom this aniazing ſlertion to what wg/were upon, Spi- 
5 u IS ee even in reference to this ory; 3 
* tis ſaid, Th.:t by the Neciſſit) of the Divine, N. turey be means e 
en Aſelue «nd frittly Natural, 4 IVeeeity uy, Page 128. And 
4 makts Vis God to be 4 C uſe Agent in n0 0 Tide Senſe ban 'ass 
70 775 Ms | Pon | Jars th. ch 8 + SToze of. the necobeg; af ite, Nature 3 
e e of its: on fil N I triki ; th E Ground, Page TY EW : 
80 that he does not. At, It is Att 4.4 67 Page 13 N 
+ Now: Spinoxa is, 0. far from reducing What he calls, God, _ 
0 this, cibſolure, and ſericily. N. rural N. ſhy deſcribed. by 
«Me (ot 7 * 99147 He ys, * Dey: s ex ſoli r turæ le 
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I ſhall hereafter Confider the Nature and Circumſtances 
of thoſe Miſrepreſen tations; 7 175 before 1 quit this Third” 


Point, ſhew you, what Mr. C . fays SO TION Inimarerial 

Subj ance in the manner following. ; iv 

© From hence we may obſerrrte 

cc the Vanity, Folly, and Weakneſs The N of Spins doh 

ce Of Spinozs ; "Who becauſe Self-Exi-" | eee 8 
ce ſtent Natme muſt neceſfarily be but one, elenden om 

ce thence; that the Vbole World, and every thing contained 


"4 © cherein, is One Uniform Subſtance. „Eternal, Uncrea- 
ted and Neceſſary : Whereas, juſt on the contra „ he 
bought to have concluded, that becauſe all Things in the 


ce. World are N EY one from the other by a'Diver- 
« ſity, not only of Modes; but alſo of Eſſential Attributes, 
and conſequently (if we have any knowledge at all of | 


them) of their Subſtances themſelves alſo, “% Page 97. 


We have already obſerved, That Spinoza is miſrepfeſen- 
ted in the beginning of this Quotation; and I think the 
Words, Self-Exiftent Nature are new Terms in the Engliſh 
Language, and have ſome Aﬀinity with Spore 9 Nature” 
Naturing, and Nature Natured. ' Hp 

Lou ** that by the Terms, Things, in this lat Period, 

i; Subſtances; and though he ſays, that 
they are Aineutſhed.,” not only by a D-verſiry of Alades, : 
but even of Efential Atrribud; yet I muſt crave leave to 


remind him; that he neither does nor can know. ay thing 


atfall of che matter, according to che Ceeptital Ey porbeſit eſta- 
bliſhed in his Sermons. For as it would be abſolutely im- 
poſſible for a Man that neither has, nor can have, the 
Ideas of a right · lined Triangle, and of a Paralellogram, 
either to perceive or prove, either mediately or immedi- 
ately, that to have its three Angles equal to ewo' . a 


ones, is an Eſſential Property or Atrribure of a right. Hned Tri- 


angle, and not of 9 So, likewiſe; it is 8 
ſolutely impoſlible” for Mr. C. who: neither has, nor can 
have, the Idea of this, or that, or of any real Subſtance” 


; ö whatever, either to know, perceive, or prove; either me- 


diately or immediately, that this or hat, or Fother Pro- 


perty or Attribate, is an Eſſential Propetry or Anrilute of this, 


be tar, or t'ther real „ whatever „eren upon the / 
| * 
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Suppoſgion of che -Pluraliey. of Subſfances, whjehrhis. WA 
cquiypeating Cent of Bare, liter, c: Matter, diſprœves. This 
Mr. C, knew, as it appears by his eadding the Parentheſe, 
(if we h. we æn) Fnowledge at all of them) upon which de- 
pends Mr. C's Knowledge. and Certainty of what he ſays 
beforg ang after it..,;Now, that Pageurheſis. being conditi--- 
onal, Mr. C's Knowledge er Certaintyj of, its Trurh, de- 
pends upon his Knowledge or Certainty gf che Truth of- 
the conditional Partirle E. wich lch it begins. And 
that we, may, plainly perceive Mr. C's meaning in this 


* 


place, let ais Form; an Argument, and compoſe its two firſt 
Propoſitions fis own Words; in the following manner. 
| If-aperbgws ny ewpwicdge, at all of Subſtanger, thep arg flu. 
guiſbed Ei Diverſity . ut nn Modes y, hur wile. of Eſemtial* 
Arten e vas , ee eee es 
But we ave Utterly. Ignorant:of the Subſtance or Biffphes, even,of © 
thoſe Things we cendbarſe moſt familiarly with, and think we un- 
derſtand.feft, Page 76 an /... 
Therefore we are Urrezly Enore ut whether they are diſtin- 
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* 


guiſhed bye Diverſity. of »Efcrtial Attributes; and conſe- 
quently , whether there are more. Subſtapces than One in, 
- A&Wade Wall ri... os 1s: 79's 1 
his is Mr. Cs. Caſe, according to his o-,ẽn - Hypotheſis 
as has been already proved, in his own; Way. The Re- 
ſoning here, is d ophiſtical. Inſtead of proving, chat Subſtances 
are Efſemtially-aSffetent:; ar that thats are more than One; i 
it aſſerts, \ that we: know nothing atcall of the matter. Ir 
is imployed-rabre than. ones in thoſe Sermons, as namely, 
Page 1 eee, eee oyVessthere are Immateriab Sul WW 2 
ſtances, by ſuch an Argnme niz tas that we hayxe noweſeent! Wl 
Fut ſinceiiht aſſerts elſe ubidirio; . Tvor lunbing and Hriling's M 
n hu, Hen Bycuiths wy lia ante uuf ne, Page, 
189: Andaliat che Lins am vonfed ta, will nat per- 
mit me to inſiſt partiamlar x upon War he faymaconeerning:'. 
thoſe. Subſtances; Iihall only remind you; thapiSpinor es” 
and Mr. L. ſay, That the Subſtance whichrhey call? Gu, .. 
19 add terieh Subſtauce; andichariiens;y of. teriitd Sib Le.” 
nmeterbil h ast hot being their Bure (Inaogimoive !Matcer;' 
their Matterh una Modigicatio t . tert; ad being their i 71 
Matter ge Stance. This is the Senſe wherein he takes? Wl 


Rino. the 


and determines, what he calls Selk. Elten Being, as! Mr. ah 


4} 9 an Eternal, "Infinite, Intelligent, Pow erful, Ec. eing. 


a | "pts ee N 18 1 M. $1 4 * 


the. ＋ W een bY, 8 every. one tha makes 
ule of the Eqguivoc ting Cant 'of * Bure Hen ee larter, &c 
mud rake it. One would de apt to th cba this'i is the 
Senfe wherein Mr. ko rakes the word 2 even by 
15 at he ſays in ve ' fame Paragraph, page 8 e 
Il SY inlifted 11 Wop AA iſrep :ſentarions* if 

115 peak K. 0 19 f Third Polt, and produced Ting 
"ma: Alice 'of Nee ene Mong the Hy p6rhef 
1 5 Hil ie 'Subſtanc GC now. proceed to my Fou And 1215 
* Particular , pee Lam to ſhewe Fflat Me. C. reſtrains 


1 45 Spi CO LY what ey call by That Nan 14 75 9 70 
1 it's, ge. befrer. acquainted. with what 150 A Fa 7 
9505 Subſtances, ta Order to ſet what ſhall be ſat $0 A. "the 
Light, let. 85 111 the. following: Method. , 
3 Mr. IL. imploy s the fir ſt Twelve Sections o of the-Temth-C 35 | 
3 ter, of, ihe Fourth Book of. his Eſſay, to prove, That there is An un! 
8 Eternal, Pte werfy!, Fercei xing, Cogizative Being n 
Mt, C, in, ie Twelve Propoktans aſſerts, That thee by 
Spinogai Hys, There is an 22 itely Perfect Being. „ 
And the Worthy and Excellent Peel, Edward, late Lord 
Biſhop of Worceſter ,, in his Writings : againſt Mr. L. Allens, | 
That there is 1 0 le La Perfect Being. | 


Now the G .oſe, Underenhined Term, 
Hen, in al tho 5 — IZX2 es no more but m. 
x WED 3 I a 04 er i 5 b or the Sahſtance co Which. 


1 of 9 5 0 JH 2 rent, 1 1 2 5 
Ci 


QI 
ah bimtelf 4 in _ now Equirocal Terms: 755 re is 
N Eternal, &c. Heing . 8 

oY Spimez.a deteꝝmines and rellrainz his Vagus Something, by - 
alcribing Lafinite E 1 0 e 9 Hage 3 &. to. 9 In 3 
ward, by. ſayings... py 75 fs Exel 8 . i * Extenſio Autibatum Dei 
4 Attribute G 0 e, LIN 700 As a4. eſt, five, Deus eſt res extenſa... 
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fegde bi 5 el eclares that che Subſtance he ca 
Name, Sa, is Ae a Mr. L. re and de- 
termines his looſe Something „by aſcribing puny Duration, 
Space, 1 Place Expanſion, i i. e. Extenlion, to it, as Spinoxa has 
done. He imagines tis by repeating our Ideas of Pi- 
& fance or Space, that we get the Idea of Immenſiy.' Eſſay, 
B. 2. C. 13. S. 4. And 7h © leaves it to every. one | 
„ conſider, e he will think” the Words of the mo 
© knowing King Solomon, The Heaven, and the Heaven of 
Heavens cannot contain Thee: or thoſe more g hatical ones 
of the inſf 1red. Philoſopher St. Paul, im we live, 
ce „de „ an ky LS our Being, are to be Aerterdbgs in a lite- 
* ral Seal, bid. S. 7 85 This he learnt from His Maſter 
5 . who ſays more than once: 
Kn a inqua cum Paulo * hy affirm with Paul, that all things 
fine „„ are in God, and move in God. By the 
Term; God, you know, he under- 
ſtands, Matter, 8 As Sure; 4 which is the God, wherein' 
che imagines we Live and ve. This too, .15 what Mr. L. 
means by his Lie Senſe, in 05 foregoing Paſſage. © 
Mr. TL. derives the word Duration from Durare , and This 
from Durum eſe. Eſſay, B. 2. C. 15. S. 4. He ſays, Tis 
ce the very Nature boch of Duration and Expanſion to confilt 
** of Parts, id. S. 9. but that the Ideas of Length he has of 
00 e are turned every Ways and. fo make Figure, and 
 Breadth and Thickneſs, Did S. 11”. Hereby you fee, that 
by che Term, Expanſum, he nieans exactly the ſame thing. 
that others do, by the Word, Extenſion, to wit, Matter. He 
continues, * Expanſion and Dararion do mutually imbrace, 
and comprehend each other; every Part of Space, (i. e. 
© Exparſion ) being iti every Part of Duration; ànid every 
© Part of Purgtion in every Part of Expanſion, „ Thid. S. 12. 
© Duration and Expanſion in their full Extent, (i. e. Infinite) 
ce belong only to the Deity, Ibid. S. 18.“ Thus Mr. L. after 
Sbdpinoxa, reſtrains and determines his Eternal Something, and 
.conſequently aſſerts it to be Material or Matter, in the 
Chapter and Sections I directed to before.. 
The Learned and Excellent Prelate — niihtidntd, A 
all Chriſtians and truly Reaſonable Men, reſtrains and de- 
termines his Eternal Being, or e „ to ſtand: For 4 
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ney ww 1 A TH 2183 ; | 35 
04 moſt 2 5 and Infinite Subſtance. Ls 1. L, £0; hs B. of JF. 
1 Page 857 . Moſt Spiritual, ſays this really Great Man! nch : 
= by: we. {ce chat be though t. Words could got fi ſufficic ently 
xpreſs the 88 e between his Idea af the Sub- 
A any. ſort of Meter w ateſer. 


135 Mr. C. 1775 + upon "this 8 üben as Mr. L. does, ſaying 
We that the gef puts the Coach before the Horſes in.the 
. im ediately. following Period: * Inf finite $} Space is Nothi ng ; 

. Fel © Elſe but an abe 7 2 of eng 'or Infinity; 3 exe 25 


| Tl Yar, ii 15. 57 5 rernity Os Indeed, fern 1 7 and Im 
. . 15 e, ce ſeem borh to be . ide Boe 
WO Effence In 79 91 enlible to us us, 7c. of the Div ng 
=, | 2 Gen 
. Bhd ence, Page 97. le aſcribes Eternal APA to his 


9 5 Self xitene 1 Wok 1 the following Words: „ How 2 an 
1 1 ; the cc Etter al. 277 wor. can, be non attually. Po, . a Thing a 
1 © utter 4 for our narrow, V Uadeg ading c com- 


4 rehend; -and:yet to den te Truth of che P oPoſitio 

1 Hake be to affert Tome 151 g [fill far more untn ky %. le, 1855 

. e Jou know it is 420 Impoſſible to prog 172 5 
= in far more ' Unintelligible, - th A Thing utterly Impoſſth ble for 
„our Underſtanding to comprehend ; 'but Nothing can be 


3 | 5 Unimelligible than to aſſert, I hat an Eternal Duration 
BS .nNoW: II Paſt. Tis 4 Contradiction. Tis faid; Is 
That the Carteſfions « cannot remove ont of their Minds the 

ks „les of 3 i. e. Extenſion, as Exiſting "Neceſſarily , 
1 ec and Inſeparably m Eternity, - Page 33. Ai *The 
1 | cc Infinity of the Self-BxiPing Being , muſt be an Inſinity of ü 
A e Fulneſs as well as of Inmmenſity , 1. e: Extenſion , Page 89“ 

{ Thus Me": after Mr. Z. reſtrains and determines his Erer- 
nal Being bf Something”) by aſcribing Fuſinite ' Duration; band) Pace, 4 
| Place, Falneſs, \Immenſity,' 1. e. Extenſion; ' &. to it. © 
Now the Men argued againſt in thoſe Sermons, finding - 

| xvi thar Sceptical Hypotheſis made uſe of, Which has 
been ot late ſo induſtrioufly Improved, in order to cut off 
all poflible Means of boring" erte Diemme of Real Sub 
Knef, of perceiving de proving tlie Exiſtence of the One 
1 True: God, Sr that lis is different from their own 
peretended One Only Eternal Infinitely Extended, i e. . 
ia Sulflance; they will be apt to conclude, that This is 
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mort. Tings 4 chat Spmcza is made to allet 71 ö * 
The A, 55 * * 77 Pare af 75 5 075 the Ort. i 5 


. of 2h e, i the 00 1 25 

And _ ris I res prefentet andconfred koh * 
Which he plainly nl to Belong to hi „ Hay, to 

ty riſes Na a Doctrine quite contrary in eve 


Pe of it, and that by this Means, his Real Hypoth, Hie 4 
Ae is ober. look JI ; they: 
this alS.. An. "A reifice 12 oe 


A ing nſt- hit, and. fo. elute” Tao uting 
pale c ? Py 0 El Mr 1 i e Funda 


cal Hyporhelis, I. e. his De- 
Harce, is 4 5 tis ſaid on- 
er ha main Purpoſe; 


therein, That, eden when his 
P fiition and Doctrine of SY 
4 / Ps bat X fog & (i. it will Jexve * 5 


cye,. Will compleatly ſerve. his, and che 
e , Ip chat þ de) ler 


n chat here again, Aumiſtep te ſented Ace, , Argued 
NE 8 his main Hypotheſis left in; rg full bc they 
weill be apt to conclude as ibefqre, Finding” Prorein the 
-.conſtant Uſe, or rather Ab ue, Bet 3s mage of the Equi- 


Vocating Jarg 500 of. Bare, Pure, Aer. 0 pe. 1 er, & 


5 2 Hold nd 5 B are, .pilrepraſenteÞ; they w 
1 90 Meth ways, man One. "1 en lay, Tile 
ontinue exies ot- E Diſcourſe Ohe would. NY. more 


cr, Se, if he did 75 aß AR with Mr. "upd, Spinoza, 
«hg t there is another ſort of, Matter 5 weigh, is nor 2 4 5 ks 


— Fer AOL e e | : eg wd 0 nen e 


ee . Un. 
Fe Ba e 1g . e Muſa 
if he did not ancy t 


ere is 2 fort of A 2 Roſe or Tulip, 
Which 48 not Barely Pune) w Weerly lucogiratizee, They 
know: chat whoever alloys, ar himærical Ditandtio of 
Mater, bt Gn dee dard n Us bly of] 
When be Wengigne en erich uf mic urgly giihs- rap 
enn wha ace 4 4 fee Salſtan css That is not 
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Bis Bere; de broeg@athve, MM ters bis Af: tren as a M 1 4 


don, but his- A fte AN b it anee; in which Seple they 
ke che Ferm Hnmutetiu a nl Arbat Waoever,uamirs thys 
ſtindion, andathe Sceptisak A) babes fel Ser- 


Ons, when he men ions more , ces than Ore, as dif- 
Freu. 


* 


will be apt ro” "conciude, Thi 
contrived to make a ew. of 
5 l 


oo 2uſe of, * We rds, Bae, og, Incogitativve He- 
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2, of) 
28 35. © 
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l 5 19 
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they will be apt to conclude ſingly , and proportionably, 
Jas before; eſpecially when oy reflect, that this very ſame . 
*X Deſign, upon this ſame Subject, in this ſame Equivocating - . 
Cant, and by the help of this ſame Sceptical Hypotheſis ; . 
Bp wn Pega already carried on with ſome Succeſs, by one 
7 who dre 


| * 


amed the ſame things they imagine. 


3 When:to all this they ſhall add, That in thoſe Sermons 
chere is not one Argument offer d, to prove againſt Spine- 


* 
- 


ra, that God is a Spirit, or an Infnitely Perfect and perfeci- 
= Immaterial Unextended Subſtance, &c. Thats their whole 
Proof, like chat of the Twelve firſt Sections of the Tenth 
Chapter of the Fourth Book of Mr. Ls Eſſay, is conceived ' 1 
in ET Hague, Loſs, Undetermined, Equi vocal Terms, {uch 1 
as Supreme Cauſe, Self. Exiſtent Nature, Neceſſarilj=Exiſtent Be- | 
ung, &c. all which may be made to ſtand for Spizoz.1's One 
FSubſtance, as well as for the One Only True God; and that to 

. fix and ſettle the. pr eciſe meaning of that Undetermin.d Bi- — 
eg, Something. Or Subſtance ; tis Reſtrained and Determined bB 

be Atributes,ot Eternal Infinite Duration, Immenjity, 1. e. Ex 

enſſoſ, Space, Flice, Fulneſs, &c. They will conclude,” 

hat this Self- Exiſlent Being, Sorgething or Subſtance, is the . 


We very. ſame With=Spincz,a 5s and Mr. L's Self-Exijt:nt Being, 
=_ 5 th:ns or Subſtance. And tis in order that Mr. C. ſhould. 
timely prevent them, to Second his avowed Deſign in. 
es thoſe Sermons, and that of the Religio#?, and in our Days, 
especially, At Uſeful Lecture at St. Pauls, that I have e 
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ledge of Him; this ſame Motive, upon the, Dil 


+ 42 - "Remarks pon My; [Claikes s Heros | Fo 5 


now laid before yon thoſe Reaſons which my — 
Time allowed me*to produce, and which perſwade me, 
that thoſe Sermons do rather Efabliſh than Deftroy, do ra- 
ther Confirm. than Confine Spinoza Hyporhefis. Net 5 Have 
not ſaid, and am far from faying here, That Mr. C. in- 
tended to F:vour, much leſs to Efabliſh: chat H N Tis 
likely he has been impoſed up pon by Mr. L's ophifms : anu 
Equivocations. But when the” End we Aim at in Writing, 
is the Glory of God, and the Improvement df our Know- 


A Miſtake in what we aſſert concerning 


gage us to Correct it. St. Auguſtin as N us 4 hole 


Book of Retractations. The e and Learned 
Mr. Grabe in his Iren æis, B.“ 3. F Has“ given us an 
reo of this kind. 


A perfect Knowledg ok. Mr Ts Hyt theft 85 Would en⸗ 


3 ge any one to forlake it; here is What he ſays in his 


rd Letter to the of Worceſter, P e151. It Te-. 
"<-quires ſdme skill for any one to repre Kent mie as your 
69 \ Lordſhip does here, as one Ignorant or Doubtful,” whe- 
{6 ther Murter may not think, to that degree, that T am not 
4 * certain, or do not believe that there *s a Principle above 
. "Matter and Motion in the World,” ani conſe equently all Revela- 
' tron may be nothing bur the Effekt: of an 1 5 Fancy, or the 

'E Heats of a diſor dere Imagination, as Spinoza pm d. Ne- 


ver was any Man more exactly Repreſented, more nike him. 


felf, more zo the Life than Mr. L. thus Re epreſented by that 
Great Prelate;” This can be Mathematically. demonſtra- 
ted, as allo; That Mr. L. did not know What he faid, 
That he was Unreaſonable, chat he Reaſoned him- 
felf out of Reaſon it ſelf, in his Endeavours to Reaſon our 
Great God out of Being, and to Eſtabliſh Spinoz, 1's Hypo- 
theſis; and all this, by his own Principles. The Tenor 
of theſe Sheets is ſiibmirced to the Judgment of thoſe, who 
WE a Natural Ls to Judge 3 of this. Fins... 
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